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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by JP 08- 
027439 (herein referred to as Takemura). 

Takemura teaches a curable type anticorrosive tape comprising tacky agent 
layers prepared by adding a rust-preventing agent. Said tacky agent layers are applied 
to a substrate (abstract) comprising a polymeric fiber (paragraph 0012). The substrate 
is herein understood to be penetrated by the tacky agent layers. Thus, the substrate is 
understood to contain corrosion inhibiting additives. 

With regard to the limitation that the film is used "on the surface of a metal base 
ply of a printing blanket which contacts a printing blanket cylinder," MPEP 21 1 1 .02 
states that a preamble is not considered a limitation and is of no significance to claim 
construction when the preamble merely states the purpose or intended use of the 
invention. Furthermore, the tape of Takemura would be capable of performing the 
recited Intended use because said tape is designed to adhere two surfaces together. 
As noted in In re Schreiber, if a prior art structure is capable of performing the intended 
use as recited in the preamble, it meets the claim. See, e.g., In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 
1473, 1477, 44 USPQ2d 1429, 1431 (Fed.Cir. 1997). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 , 2, 4-9, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bresson et al (US 5,352,507) in view of Linska (US 4.766,811) for 
reasons of record. 

Bresson teaches a multi-layered sleeve-like printing blanket that is mounted on 
gapless cylinders or tubular blanket carrier. The printing blanket comprises a seamless 
outer printing surface layer, at least one reinforced elastomer layer, and a resiiiently 
compressible layer (abstract). The elastomer layer is reinforced by fibers substantially 
parallel with the inward and outward sides of the cylindrical tube ((col 5, lines 43+). 
Said layers are applied to a metal carrier with a thickness of greater than 0.001cm (col 
8, lines 53+). As shown in FIGURE 6, the compressible layer (4) is positioned between 
the base layer (not shown) and the surface layer (6), and the reinforcing ply (5) is 
positioned between the compressible layer (4) and the surface layer(6). With regard to 
claim 5, the laminate further comprises a second reinforced elastomer (4b) between the 
surface layer and the compressible layer (FIG 6 and col 8. lines 25+). The carrier layer 
is mounted to a metal cylinder using an optional layer of suitable adhesive (col 5, lines 
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53+). Said adiieslve may be a urethane adhesive (col 10, lines 59+) or other suitable 
pressure sensitive adhesive. Said layer of adhesive is understood to extend over 
substantially the entire surface of the base ply (see FIG 3, reference no 3 and col 1 1 , 
lines 15+). 

Bresson does not teach that the urethane adhesive layer may comprise a 
corrosion-inhibiting additive. However, Linska teaches a method of applying a printing 
blanket to a printing cylinder, which is designed to prevent corrosion of the cylinder 
surface. The method utilizes a double-side coated adhesive foil applied to the printing 
blanket. The adhesive-coated printing blanket is then wrapped about the cylinder so 
that the printing blanket is adhered to the cylinder by the double-side coated adhesive 
foil (abstract). The adhesive comprises a foil coated on both sides with a homogeneous 
adhesive layer (col 2, lines 46+). Said method is a cheap, easy manner in which to 
supply the metal cylinder with corrosion resistance (col 8, lines 18+). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to utilize the adhesive coated foil taught in Linska in place of the adhesive layer taught 
in Bresson. The motivation for doing so would have been to increase the corrosion 
resistance of the metal cylinder. 

With regard to claim 22, the metal carrier is herein understood to read on the 
claimed "base ply," the surface layer is understood to read on the claimed "surface 
layer," the outer adhesive layer of the foil taught in Linska is understood to read on the 
claimed "polymer in the form of a film or sheet" and the adhesive between the base 
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layer and the foil Is understood to read on the adhesive that adheres the second surface 
of the base ply and the "polymer In the form of a film or sheet." 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed August 7, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues Bresson does not teach or suggest a desire for reducing the 
corrosion and abrasion of the printing cylinder and, therefore, there Is not motivation to 
make the proposed substitution. The examiner respectfully disagrees. The prior art as 
a whole, not the primary reference, must suggest or teach the claimed invention. In the 
present application, the secondary reference teaches it is desirable to reduce the 
corrosion of the printing cylinder. Therefore, the examiner maintains there is ample 
motivation to render obvious the claimed invention. 

Applicant further argues Linska does not teach or suggest the use of a corrosion 
inhibiting foil as a protective layer in a printing blanket construction as claimed but rather 
teaches a separate tape which is adhered to a cover plate. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Linska teaches a foil which is adhered to a printing blanket during use. 
Once it is adhered to the printing blanket, it is understood to be unitary with said 
blanket. 

Applicant also argues Bresson in view of Linska does not teach the printing 
blanket of claim 22. The examiner respectfully disagrees. As noted in the rejection, the 
metal carrier is herein understood to read on the claimed "base ply," the surface layer is 
understood to read on the claimed "surface layer," the outer adhesive layer of the foil 
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taught in Linska is understood to read on the clainned "polymer in the form of a film or 
sheet" and the adhesive between the base layer and the foil is understood to read on 
the adhesive that adheres the second surface of the base ply and the "polymer in the 
form of a film or sheet." Applicant argues the printable surface layer is not directly on 
the surface of the metal carrier. However, the claims are not limited to embodiments 
wherein the printable surface layer is in direct contact with the surface of the metal 
carrier. To the contrary, dependent claims recite additional layers between the metal 
carrier and the printable surface layer. 

For the reasons noted above, the rejection is maintained. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin R. Kruer whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1510. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carol Chaney can be reached on 571-272-1284. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding Is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http.7/pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kevin R. Kruer 

Patent Examiner-Art Unit 1773 



